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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to the Request for Continued Examination filed 
September 7, 2007. Claims 17-20 have been added. Therefore, claims 1-20 are 
pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1 and 8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. There is no support in the specification for the 
following limitations added to claims 1 and 8: " in response to receiving the user 
request, determining a domain name associated with the entry and a domain 
name associated with the user; allowing the user to access the entry if the 
domain name associated with the entry is the same as the domain associated 
with the user; and not allowing the user to access the entry if the domain name 
associated with the entry is not the same as the domain name associated with the 
user." The specification mentions enforcing access controls by only allowing a user 
access to the sub-tree under the user's account entry (paragraph 350 of the US-PBPUB 
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2004/0215621); however there is no description or mention of determining domain 
names or comparing domain names to either deny or allow access to a user. As such, 
the recited limitations above represent new matter. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. ' Claims 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Claims 18 and 20 recite, in part, "logically representing each entry on each 
server, each entry only stored on a selected one of the plurality of servers." It is unclear 
as to what the term "entry" is referring. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-7, 15, 17 and 18 are directed to a method for use in a web services 
arrangement. This claimed subject matter lacks a practical application of a judicial 
exception (law of nature, abstract idea, naturally occurring article/phenomenon) since it 
fails to produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. 



i 
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Specifically, the claimed subject matter does not produce a tangible result 
because the claimed subject matter fails to produce a result that is limited to having real 
world value rather than a result that may be interpreted to be abstract in nature as, for 
example, a thought, a computation, or manipulated data. More specifically, the claimed 
subject matter provides for either allowing access or not allowing access to an entry. 
Both produced results remain in the abstract an ( d, thus fail to achieve the required status 
of having real world value. 

Claims 8-14, 116, 19 and 20 are directed to a computer readable medium 
including code for use in a web services arrangement. This claimed subject matter 
lacks a practical application of a judicial exception (law of nature, abstract idea, naturally 
occurring article/phenomenon) since it fails to produce a useful, concrete and tangible 
result. 

Specifically, the claimed subject matter does not produce a tangible result because the 
claimed subject matter fails to produce a result that is limited to having real world value 
rather than a result that may be interpreted to be abstract in nature as, for example, a 
thought, a computation, or manipulated data. More specifically, the claimed subject 
matter provides for either allowing access or not allowing access to an entry. Both 
produced results remain in the abstract and, thus fail to achieve the required status of 
having real world value. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Elmore et al (US 2006/0059107 A1) in view of Gadbois et al. (US Patent 
Application Publication 2004/0002955 A1) ('Gadbois'). 

With respect to claims 1 and 8, Elmore teaches: 

arranging user object(s) under a repository layer comprising one or more 
repository objects collectively forming a prefix, each user object representing a web 
services account (elements 462 and 463 in Figure 19, paragraph 626; and element 491 
and 492 in Figure 21 , paragraph 976-978); 

arranging business entity object(s) under user object(s) (elements 467 and 468 in 
Figure 19, paragraph 626; and element 493 in Figure 21, paragraph 976); and 

receiving a user request for an entry (Figure 9, paragraphs 194 and 195). 

Elmore does not teach arranging corresponding tModel object(s) under at least 
one of user object(s), repository object and prefix. 

Gadbois teaches information model mapping with shared directory tree 
representations (see abstract), in which he teaches arranging corresponding tModel 
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object(s) under at least one of user object(s), repository object and prefix (paragraph 
39). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Elmore by the teaching of Gadbois because 
arranging corresponding tModel object(s) under at least one of user object(s), repository 
object and prefix would enable an efficient means of recording and publishing 
assertions regarding business organization relationships (peer-to-peer, parent- 
subsidiary, etc.) by different business organizations or their authorized publishing 
entities and an efficient means of managing publisher assertions (Gadbois, paragraph 
4). 

With respect to claims 2 and 9, Elmore as modified teaches arranging publisher 
assertion object(s) under business entity object(s) (Gadbois, elements 222, 224, 252, 
254, 282 and 284 in Figure 2, paragraphs 28-29). 

With respect to claims 3 and 10, Elmore as modified teaches further comprising 
providing service projection object(s) under business entity object(s) (Gadbois, 
elements 222, 224, 242, 243, 244, 272 and 274 in Figure 2, paragraph 28). 

With respect to claims 4 and 1 1 , Elmore as modified teaches wherein the service 
projection object(s) is implemented as an alias (Gadbois, elements 242, 243, 244, 245 
and 246 in Figure 2, paragraphs 28 and 29). 
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With respect to claims 5 and 12, Elmore as modified teaches further comprising 
first field(s) as attributes of publisher assertion object(s) (Gadbois, elements 254 and 
284 in Figure 2, paragraph 33). 

Gadbois teaches that publisher assertion names (PublisherAssertionl and 
PublisherAssertion2) and publisher names (Publisherl and Published) are attributes of 
publisher assertion object(s). 

With respect to claims 6 and 13, Elmore as modified teaches further comprising 
representing a keyed reference by an auxiliary class (Gadbois, paragraphs 38-39). 

Gadbois discloses that a fromKey, toKey, and keyed Reference are all included 
when publisher assertions are added to a directory information tree (DIT). One having 
ordinary skill in the art recognizes that these included attributes represent an auxiliary 
class because they area added to publisher assertion objects instances rather than to 
the entire class of objects. 

With respect to claims 7 and 14, Elmore as modified teaches further comprising 
providing a distinguished name of an object revealing a chain of ownership and control 
for the object (Gadbois, Figure 2, paragraphs 27-29). 



With respect to claims 15 and 16, Elmore as modified teaches storing the 
arrangement of user objects, one or more repository objects, business entity objects, 
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and tmodel objects in a registry accessible to one or more users of web services 
(Gadbois, paragraphs 23-25). 

With respect to claims 17 and 19, Elmore as modified teaches: 

providing a plurality of repository layers distributed on a plurality of servers, each 

repository layer comprising at least one repository object (Elmore, paragraphs 46 and 

978); and 

assigning a domain name to each of the plurality of repository layers (Elmore, 
paragraphs 972 and 973); and 

wherein arranging user object(s) under a repository layer comprises arranging 
user object(s) under each of the repository objects (Elmore, paragraph 978). 

9. Claims 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Elmore et al (US 2006/0059107 A1) in view of Gadbois et al. (US Patent 
Application Publication 2004/0002955 A1) ('Gadbois') as applied to claims 1-17 and 19 
above, and further in view of Grubbs et al. (US 2003/0236956 A1) ('Grubbs'). 

With respect to claims 18 and 20, Elmore as modified teaches: 

providing a plurality of repository layers distributed on a plurality of servers, each 

repository layer comprising at least one repository object (Elmore, paragraph 46). 
Elmore as modified does not teach logically representing each entry on each 

server, each entry only stored on a selected one of the plurality of servers. 
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Grubbs teaches file system backup in a logical volume management data 
storage environment (see abstract), in which he teaches logically representing each 
entry on each server, each entry only stored on a selected one of the plurality of servers 
(paragraphs 24-26). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have further modified Elmore by the teaching of Grubbs 
because logically representing each entry on each server, each entry only stored on a 
selected one of the plurality of servers would enable capturing a valid point-in-time 
image of a system using logical volume management, which could further be used for 
archiving and back-ups (Grubbs, abstract). 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alicia M. Lewis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5599. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9 - 6:30, alternate 
Friday off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on 571-272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Alicia Lewis 
November 9, 2007 




SAM RIMELL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



